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Comments upon the Sacred Writings of the ‘fews and 
Christians. Exodus Chapter it. 


HE continued feries of blunders and of villainy ex- 
hibited in this book, muft be fhocking to every cor- 

rect mind, and ftamp it with an odious charatter, which 
the ingenuity of prieftcraft can never efface. ‘This chap- 
ter, {hort as it is, furnifhes a ftriking verification of this 
remark. It begins with another threatening denuncia- 
tion from the God of Mofes, that he would bring one 
plague more upon Pharaoh and the people of Fgypt; 
inftead however of declaring with correctnefs what this 
plague fhould be, the account prefents us with a {pecial 
command from Jehovah of an unjuft and thieving nature 
relative to the conduc of his chofen people. He com- 
mands them to borrow the property of the Egyptians to 
accomplifh this objet, whereas it is evident upon the 
very face of the record that the real intention was thefc 
and f{poliation, deceit, hypocricy and the manifeftation of 
all thofe vices by which the chara€ter of man is fo often 
degraded. In verfe 2d itis thus faid. ‘* Speak now in 
the ears of the people, and let every man borrow of his 
neighbour, and every woman of her neighbour, jewels 
of filver and jewels of gold,” The very word borrow- 
ing includes the idea of repayment, and in deficiency of 
making {uch return the perfon who borrows is confidered 
in the light of a fwindler, provided it was his intention 
at the time of borrowing never to pay again. This is 
exa(tly the faét in the prefent cafe; neither Mofes nor 
his God, nor the chofen people had any intention to re- 
turn the goods or property which they had borrowed. 
They intended when they borrowed thele jewels of gold 
and filver, to give the Egyptians leg bail for fecurity. 
‘They had no intention to a& upon fair, open and candid 
ground—deception was the leading feature of their con- 
duét, and in this [cene of hypocricy they were aided and 
abetted by the power and character of their God. A di- 
vinity of {uch a chara&ter has forfeited all claim to human 
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adoration, and becomes the obje& of contempt and dif- 
guft to every intelligent mind. A God who either di- 
rectly or indire&ly commands theft is no better than the 
thief himfelf; he joins his efforts and unites his power 
with the {poliators of the world—he is the coadjutor of 
villainy, abhorred by fcience, fpurned at by virtue, and 
licld in univerfal contempt by the moral and intellectual 
powers of man. ‘This deceptive and thieving bufinefs 
is followed by a bloody and ferocious intention on the 
part of Jehovah to murder the firft born of Pharaoh and 
ihe people of Egypt, including alfo a vindictive tempera- 
ment against the brute creation, In verfe 5th are thefe 
words, “ And the firft born in the land of Egypt thall 
die, frem the firft born of Pharaoh that fetteth upon the 
throne, even unto the firft born of the maid fervant that 
1s behind the mill; and all the firft born of beafts.”” We 
afk ef thofe who believe this book to be divine, whether 
it was neceflary for God to commit murder for the pur- 
pole of emancipating his chofen people? We afk em. 
phatically in the fecond place, whether the objects of his 
wroth were well fele&ted? If it was neceflary to make 
a {pecial difplay of his divine vengeance, would it not 
have been more confiftent with the principles of juftice 
to have feized upon Pharaoh and his fubordinate agents, 
inftead of offering up infantine innocence, and glutting 
himlelf with the gore of harmlefs babes? But this book 
is a diftortion of every thing that is juft—it theoretically 
and practically holds in abhorrence all the moral fympa- 
thies of human exiltence; it is a reproach to virtue, a 
difhonour to the character of God, hoflile to the immuta- 
ble principles of juftice and eflentially deftru€tive to the 
true interelts of intelleGtual life. Mofes enlilis his God 
in all the fchemes of villainy of which he was himfelf 
ihe author; he calls Heaven to aid him in his proje¢is— 
Heaven bows in humble fubmiflion to his mandates, and 
lies, theft, murder, deception and hypocricy fain the 
annals of the Jewifh hiftory, and mark the character of 
this partial divinity with immoral traits injurious to alf 
the fentiments of virtue, and calculated to hold the world 


an bondage for ever. 
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Hints towards forming a Society for enquiring into the Truth 
or Falshood of Ancient History, so far as History is con- 
nected with systems of Relizion ancient and modern. 


It has been cuftomary to clafs Hiftory into three divi- 
fions, diftinguifhed by the names of Sacred, Prophane, 
and Ecclefialtical. By the firft is meant the Bid/e; by 
the fecond, the hiftory of nations, of men and things; 
and by third, the hiftory of the church and its priefthood. 

Nothing is more eafy than to give names, anc therefore 
mere names signify nothing unlefs they lead to the dil- 
covery of some caufe for which that name was given: 
For example, Sunday is the name given to the firll day 
of the week, in the Tnglifh language, and it is the fame 
in the Latin, that is, it has the fame meaning, (Dies Solis) 
and alfoin the German, and in feveral other languages. 
Why then was this name given to that day ? Becauie 
it was the day dedicated by the ancient world to the lu- 
minary, which in E:nglifh we call the Sun, and therefore 
the day Sua-day, or the day of the Sun; as in the like 
manner we call the fecond day Monday, the day dedi- 
cated to the Moon. 

Here the name, Sunday, leads to the caufe of its being 
called fo, and we have vilible evidence of the fa&t, becaufe 
we behold the Sun from whence the name comes; but 
this is not the cafe when we diftinguifh one part of hifto- 
ry from another by the name of sacred. All hiftories 
have been written by men. We have no evidence, nor 
any caule to believe, that any have been written by God. 
That part of the Bible called the Old Teftament, is the 
Hiftory of the fewifh nation, from the time of Abraham, 
which begins in the 11th chap of Genefis to the downfall 
of that nation by Nebuchadnezzar, and is no more entitled 
tobe called facred than any other hiltory. It is altoge- 
ther the contrivance of prieftcraft that has given it that 
game. ‘So far from its being sacred it has not the ap. 
aod of being true in many of the things it relates. 

muft be better authority than a book, w hich any im pot- 
ture might make, as Mahomet made the Koran, to mat: 
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a thoughtful man believe that the Sun. and Moen ftood 
{till, or that Mofes and Aaron turned the Nile, which is 
Jarger than the Delaware, into blood, and that the Egyp- 
tian magicians did the fame. Thefe things have tco 
inuch the appearance of romance to be believed for fac. 

It would be of ufe toenquire, and afcertain the time, 
when that part of the Bible callei the Old Teflament 
firft appeared. From ail that can be colle&ted there was 
no fuch book till after the Jews returned from captivity 
in Babylon, and that it is the work of the Pharifees of 
the Second Temple. How they came to make the 19th 
chapter of the 2d book of King, and the 37 of Ifaiah, word 
for word alike, can only be accounted for by their having 
no plan to go by, and not knowing what they were about. 
‘The fame is the cafe with refpeét to the laft verfes in the 
2d book of Chronicles, and the firft verfes in Ezra, they 
alfo are word for word alike, which fhews that the Bible 
has been put together at random. 

But befides thefe things there is great reafon to believe 
we have been impofed upon, with refpeét to the antiquity 
of the bible, and elpecially with refpe& to the books af- 
cribed to Moles. Jlerodetus, who is called the father of 
hiftory, and is the moft ancient hiftorian whofe works 
have reached to our time, and who travelled into Egypt, 
converfed with the priefts, hiftorians, aftronomers, and 
Jearned men of that country, for the purpofe of obtaining 
all the information of it he could, and who gives an ac- 
count of the ancient {fate of it, makes no mention of 
fuch a man as Mojies, though the Bible makes him to 
have been the greaieil hero there, nor of any one circum- 
ftance mentioned in the book of Exodus, refpecing 
Egypt, fuch as turning t rivers into blood, the duft in- 
to lice, the death of the firft born throughout all the land 
of Egypt, the pafiage of the Red-Sea, the drowning of 
Pharaoh and all his hoft, things which could not have 
been a fecret in Egypt, and muft have been generally 
known, had they been faéts; and therefore as no fuch 
things were known in Egypt, nor any fuch man as Moles, 
at the time Herodotus was.there, which is about two 
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thoufand two hundred years ago, it fhews that the ac- 
count of thefe things in the book afcribed to Moles is a 
made ftory of later times, that is, after the return of the 
Jews from the Babylonian captivity, and that Mofes is 
not the author of the books afcribed to him. 

With refpe&t the cofmogony, or account of the creation- 
in the firft chapter of Genefis, of the Garden of Eden in 
the fecond chapter, and of what is called the fall of man 
in the third chapter, there is fomething concerning them 
we are nothiftorically acquainted with. In none of the 
books of the bible after Genefis, are any of thefe things 
mentioned, or even alluded to. How is this to be ac- 
counted for? ‘The obvious inference is, that either they 
were not known, or not believed to be faéts, by the 
writers of the other books of the bible, and that Mofes 
is not the author of the chapters where thefe accounts 
are giver. 

The. next gueftion on the cafe is, how did the Jews 
come by thefe notions and at what time were they writ- 
ten? 

To anfwer this queftion we muft firft confider what 
the ftate of the world was at the time the Jews began to 
be a people, for the Jews are but a modern race, com- 
pared with the antiquity of other nations. At the time 
there were, even by their own account, but thirteen Jews 
or Ifraelites in the world, Yacob and his twelve sons, and 
four of thefe were baftards. The nations of Egypt, 
Chaldea, Perfia and India, were great and populous, a- 
bounding in learning and fcience, particularly in the 
knowledge of aftronomy of which the jews were always 
ignorant. ‘The chronological tables mention, that E:clyp- 
fis were obferved at Babylon above two thoufand years 
before the Chriltian era, which was before there was a 
fingle Jew or Ifraelite in the world. 

All thofe ancient nations had their cosmogonies, that 
is their accounts, how the creation was made, long before 
there was fuch people as Jews or Ifraelites. An account 
of the cofmegonies cf India and Perfia is given by Henry 
Lord, Chaplain to the Eaft India Company, at Surat, and 
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publifhed in London in 1630. The writer of this has 
has feen acopy of the edition of 1630, and made extracts 
fromit. ‘lhe work, which is now fcarce, was dedicat- 
ed by Lord to the Arch Bifhop of Canterbury. 

We know that the Jews were carried captives into 
Babylon, by Nebuchadnezar, and remained in captivity 
feveral years, when they were liberated by Cyrus, king 
of Perfia. During their captivity they would have had 
an opportunity of acquiring fome knowledge of the cof- 
iogony of the Perfians, or at leaft of getting fome ideas 
how to fabricate one to put at the head of their own hitto- 
ry after their return from captivity. This will account 
for the saufe, for fome caufe there muft have been, that 
no mention nor reference is made to the cofmogony in 
Genelis in any of the books of the bible, fuppofed to have 
been written before the captivity, nor is the name of 
Adam to be found in any of thofe books. 

The Books of Chronicles were written after the return 
of the Jews from captivity, for the third chapter of the 
firft book gives a lift of all the Jewith kings from David 
to Zedekiah, who was carried captive to Babylon, and 
to four generations beyond the time of Zedekiah. In 
the firft verfe of the firft chapter of this book the name of 
Adam is-mentioned, but not in any book in the bible, 
written before that time, nor could it be, for Adam and 
Eve are names taken from the cofmogony of the Perfians. 
Henry Lord, in his book, written from Surat, and dedi- 
cated, as I have already faid, to the Arch-Bifhop of Can- 
terbury, fays thatin the Perlian cofmogony of the name 
of the firft man was Adumiod and of the woman Fevah.* 
From hence comes the Adam and Eve of the book of Gz- 
nefis. In the cofmogony of India, of which I thall {peak 
in a future number, the name of the firft man was Pour- 
ous, andof the woman Parcoutce. We wanta knowledge 
of the Sanfcrit language of India to underitand the mean- 
ing of the names, and I mentioned it in this place, only 





* In an Englith edition of the Bible, in 1583, the firf 
woman is called Hevah. Editor. 
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to fhow that it is from the cofmogony of Perfia rather 
than that of India that the cofmogony in Genelis has been 
fabricated by the Jews, who returned from captivity by 
the liberality of Cyrus, King of Perfia. ‘There is, how- 
ever, reafon to conclude, on the authority of Sir William 


Jones, who refided feveral years in India, that thefe 


names were very expreflive in the language to which they 
belonged, for in {peaking of this language he fays (fee the 
Afiatic refearches) ** The Sanfcrit language, whatever be 
“ its antiquity, is of wonderful ftructure ; it is more per- 
* fect than the Greek, more copious than the Latin, and 
** more exquilfitely refined than either.” 

Thefe hints, which are intended to be continued, will 
ferve to fhew that a fociety for enquiring into the ancient 
{tate of the world, and the ftate of ancient hillory, fo far 
as hiftory is connected with fyftems of religion ancient 
and modern, may become a ufeful and inftructive institu- 
tion. ‘There is good reafon to believe we have been in 
great error, with refpect to the antiquity of the Bible, as 
well as impofed upon by its contents. ‘Truth ought tobe 
the object of every man; for without truth there can be 
no real happinefs to a thoughtful mind, nor any aflurance 
of happinefs hereafter. It is the duty of man to obtain 


all the knowledge he can arid then make the beft ufe of it. 
ye 
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Profession of Faith from Rousseau, continued. 


Of what hurt is the wickednefs of a Cataline > 


me? AmI afraid of falling a victim to his villainy ? 
Wherefore, then, do I look upon him with the fame 
horror as if he was my contemporary ? We do not hate 
the wicked only becaufe their vices are hurtful, butalfo 
decaufe they are wicked. 

We are not only defirous of happinefs for ourfelves, 
but alfo of the happinefs of ethers; and when that hap- 
pinefs does not diminifh ours, it neceflarily increafes it. 
{n a word, we cannot help fympathizing with the unfor- 
tunate, and always fufler when we witnels their mifery. 
The moft perverle natures cannot be altogether divelted 
of this fympathy ; though we fee it frequently make them 
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act in contradiction to themfelves. The robber who 
{trips the paffenger on the highway, will frequently diftri- 
bute his {poils, to cover the nakednefs of the poor, and 
the moft barbarous aflaflin may be induced humanely to 
fupport a man falling into a fit. 

We hear daily of the cries of remorfe, and the goadings 
of confcience for fecret crimes ; and fee remarkable in- 
ftances of their frequently bringing them to light. Alas! 
who is a total {tranger to this importunate voice? We 
fpeak of it from experience, and would be glad to filence 
{fo difagreeable a monitor. But let us be obedient to Na- 
ture; we know that her government is ever mild and 
gracious; and that nothing is more agreeable than that 
teftimony of a good con[cience, which ever follows our 
obfervance of herlaws. ‘The wicked manis afraid of, 
and fhuns himfelf; he turns his eyes omevery fide, in 
fearch of objects to amufe him; without an opportunity 
for fatire and raillery, he would be always fad: his only 
pleafure lies in mockery and infult. 


To be continued. 





Our Subfcribers in the city of New-York, who have 
not made their fecond half year’s payment, will oblige 
he Editor by doing it as foon as poflible. Subfcribers in 
Orange County will pleafe to pay to Doctor Hedges; 
thofe in Dutchefs County to Mr. Rufus Spalding, Rhine- 
beck; thofe in Philadelphia to Mr. Ifaac Hall, corner of 
Vine and Front-{ftreet; thofe in every other part of the 
country will pleafe to tranfmit their feveral dues by pofft, 
or otherwife as may be moft convenient. 

jp ns 

*,* A Discourse on the baneful effects of ancient su- 
perstition, will be delivered by the Editor, to-morrow 
evening at 8 o’clock, at Shepherd’s Long-Room, No. 11, 


George’s-street. 
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